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Response to Comments of Ellen J. Garber,  Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP and Diane L. Renshaw, San Felipe 
Ranch, August 30, 2004 (Letter O042) 

O042-1 
Please see standard responses 3.15.2, 3.15.13, and 3.19.1.  The 
topics listed will receive more detailed analysis in subsequent project 
level environmental review when the facilities and alignments are 
further refined. 

O042-2 
In the Final Program EIR/EIS, sections of Chapter 3 have been 
modified to include more detail for mitigation strategies that would 
be applied in general for the HST system.  Each section of Chapter 3 
also outlines specific design features that will be applied to project 
level studies and the implementation of the HST system to avoid, 
minimize, and mitigate potential impacts.  Specific impacts and 
potential for site specific mitigation will be addressed in detail during 
subsequent project level environmental review, based on more 
precise information regarding location and design of the facilities 
proposed, and the planned operations on those facilities. The more 
detailed engineering associated with the project level environmental 
analysis will allow further investigation of ways to avoid, minimize 
and mitigate potential visual affects.  Once the alignment is refined 
and the facilities are fully defined through project level analysis, and 
after avoidance and minimization efforts have been exhausted, site 
specific impacts and more detailed mitigation measures will be 
addressed. 

O042-3 
Please see standard responses 3.15.1, 3.15.2, 3.15.3, and 3.15.4. 

O042-4 
Section 3.18 of the Final Program EIR/EIS generally addresses 
construction methods and the potential for construction impacts.  In 
addition, each section of Chapter 3 also outlines specific design 

features that will be applied to project level studies and the 
implementation of the HST system to avoid, minimize, and mitigate 
potential impacts.  However, construction impacts are highly site-
specific in nature.  These issues will be addressed in detail during 
subsequent project level environmental review, based on more 
precise information regarding location and design of the facilities 
proposed (e.g., specific alignment, right of way corridor width, type 
of section (elevated, at-grade, or tunnel, excavation/earthwork, 
etc.). The more detailed engineering associated with the project 
level environmental analysis will allow the Authority to identify 
potential construction impacts and further investigate ways to avoid, 
minimize and mitigate potential construction impacts.  Please also 
see Section 3.15.5 of the Final Program EIR/EIS in regards to 
“design practices” commitments for tunneling practices in sensitive 
areas.  

O042-5 
Please see response to Comment O042-4. 

O042-6 
The Program EIR/EIS traffic analysis was completed at a regional 
level of detail based on regional modeling data.  Should the HST 
program move forward, site-specific intersection traffic analysis 
addressing impacts anticipated during and after the construction of 
the proposed facilities will be included as part of subsequent project 
level analysis.  The project level analysis would address specific 
impact and significance determinations for all routes potentially 
affected, including rural roadways and access roads.  Should the 
HST proposal move forward, the Authority would work closely with 
local governments and others to ensure consistency to ensure that 
improvements are identified to minimize and mitigate potential traffic 
impacts and adequate access and traffic handling is provided during 
the construction period.  See also Response O042-4 regarding 
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construction impacts in general.  Please also see Section 3.15.5 of 
the Final Program EIR/EIS in regards to “design practices” 
commitments for tunneling practices in sensitive areas.  

O042-7 
Section 3.3 of the Final Program EIR/EIS has been revised to more 
thoroughly address PM2.5 as part of the overall air quality analysis.  
Construction related air quality impacts would be addressed in detail 
in the subsequent project level analysis.  For a program 
environmental review, not enough information is available regarding 
location of facilities, implementation phasing, and construction 
methods and needs for specific sites to accurately predict equipment 
use scenarios and durations that will be used to define construction 
emissions.  More detailed construction staging, traffic handling plans, 
and detailed traffic analyses will be prepared at the project level to 
address potential construction related air quality impacts.   

O042-8 
Potential construction noise and vibration impacts would be 
addressed in more detail in the subsequent project level analysis.  
The program environmental review considers these issues generally, 
and more specific and detailed analyses cannot be prepared until 
more site specific and detailed design information is available.  See 
standard response 3.4.1. 

O042-9 
Specific substances potentially produced or used during construction, 
operation, and/or maintenance of the proposed HST system will be 
identified during project level analysis.  The generation of solid 
waste materials (construction and operationally related) will be 
addressed in subsequent project level environmental review.  The 
methods of construction including excavation and disposal/use of 
excavated materials are generally discussed in Section 3.18.5 of the 
Final Program EIR/EIS. 

O042-10 
See Standard Response 3.17.1. 

O042-11 
The data and analyses in the PEIR/S provides an informed 
comparison of potential alignments that would be environmentally 
superior.  While data will be provided in greater detail in subsequent, 
project-level Tier 2 analyses, the Program EIR/EIS contains sufficient 
data and analyses to provide for an overall comparison of the 
potential levels of impacts with the development of the Alternatives 
and alignment options.  Using the date the co-lead Agencies have 
identified the HST option as environmentally superior and have 
identified various preferred HST corridor alignments for additionally 
review – Please see Chapter 6A of the Final PEIR/S for a summary of 
these HSRA Board decisions and the underlying reasons for them.  

O042-12 
The Authority will not pursue HST alignments crossing Henry Coe 
State Park.  See Standard Response 6.3.1.  In terms of identifying 
alternatives, see Standard Response 3.16.1.  Identification of site-
specific impacts for project-level analysis will be appropriate in the 
future and can not be provided at this program level.  Subsequent 
preliminary engineering and project level environmental review will 
provide further opportunities to avoid and minimize the potential 
effects to 4(f) and 6(f) resources.  Once a project level analysis of 
the alignment, and only after avoidance and minimization efforts 
have been exhausted, will mitigation be addressed.  Please see 
Appendix 3.16-A for a listing of potential impacts to 4(f) and 6(f) 
properties. 

O042-13 
The Co-lead agencies disagree with the comment that the overall 
analysis is fundamentally inadequate and that recirculation is 
required.  The Co-lead agencies consider the program level analysis 
adequate and appropriate to satisfy CEQA and NEPA requirements 
and to provide a reasoned comparison of overall system alternatives 
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and HST alignment and station options based on a broad review of 
environmental data compiled for the state-wide study area. 

O042 (attached letter from Diane Renshaw) 

Acknowledged.  Please refer to responses to Comments O042-1 
through O042-13.   

 

   

 




